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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a first office action in response to application no. 10/773,360 filed on February 6 th 
2004 in which claims 1-12 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-2, and 5-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Huffman (US Patent Application Publication no. 2004/0061780 A1). 

Regarding claims 1 , 5, and 9, Huffman discloses the same system and method of 
automatically activating an in-car video surveillance system in response to a collision, 
said method comprising the steps of: (a) providing a law enforcement vehicle with an 
accelerometer having an axis of operation oriented to cause the accelerometer to be 
responsive to an impact (See Huffman [0003], lines 1-3, [0083], lines 1-14); (b) 
producing an output signal when said accelerometer senses a predetermined G force 
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indicative of said impact, (See Huffman [0005], lines 1-8, and [0082-0083]); (c) providing 
an in-car video surveillance system having a video recorder and a record mode initiated 
in response to a record command (See Huffman [0093], lines 4-13, [0096], lines 6-8), 
and (d) delivering said record command to said video recorder in response to said 
output signal, whereby the video surveillance system records the incident responsible 
for the impact (See Huffman [0069] and [0096]). 

As per claims 2, 6 and 10, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
above rejection of claims 1 , 5 and 9. In addition, Huffman further provides an in-car 
video surveillance with a history buffer responsive to a record command (See Huffman 
[0098-0099]). 

As per claim 7, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 5. In addition, Huffman further discloses the same system and 
method wherein the circuitry includes a comparator responsive to the accelerometer for 
delivering the output signal when an output voltage from the accelerometer exceeds a 
preselected input voltage applied to the comparator (See Huffman [0083, and 0086- 
0088]). 

As per claim 8, Huffman further provides an integrated circuit as the accelerometer 
containing a force sensor and means for converting the response of the sensor to the 
output voltage (See Huffman [0083-0084]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3-4 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hoffman (US Patent Application Publication no. 2004/0061780 A1). 

Regarding claims 3 and 1 1 , most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the above rejection of claims 1 and 9. 

It is noted that Hoffman is silent about providing a second accelerometer having 
and axis of operation extending traversely of the direction of movement along with 
circuitry as detailed in the claims. 

However, in paragraphs [0083] and [0086] Hoffman notes that the shock sensor, 
which may be an accelerometer, detects forces in the X and Y directions since the 
vehicle may be hit from the front, back or sides. Such feature in Hoffman is considered 
either equivalent to the claimed additional accelerometer, or renders such device an 
obvious alternate design choice since the main purpose will always be to detect forces 
in both X and Y directions as noted in Hoffman. 



Application/Control Number: 10/773,360 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2621 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage to look to Hoffman' sensor to provide the 
additional accelerometer having 

As per claims 4 and 12, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
above rejection of claims 3 and 11. \n addition, Huffman further provides an in-car 
video surveillance with a history buffer responsive to a record command (See Huffman 
[0098-0099]). 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bague (US Patent no. 6246933) teaches traffic accident data recorder and traffic 
accident reproduction system and method. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gims S. Philippe whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (10:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dastouri Mehrdad can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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